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DETAILED ACTION 



Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed July 3, 2003 has been placed in the 
application file and the information referred to therein has been considered as to the 
merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

In viewing claim 1 1 as a whole, the limitations are directed to a method for 
recording information based on programmed instructions. These programmed 
instructions are considered to be a computer program per se, which does not fall within 
one of the four statutory classes of an invention. In reviewing the specification, it is clear 
applicant intends for the program to be stored in physical hardware devices (such as 
RAM, ROM and other memories) and executed under the control of a processing unit 
(see page 7, lines 12-27), however, the claim does not recite the instructions are 
embodied within the computer readable hardware devices disclosed in the specification. 
Therefore, the claim is deemed non-statutory. 
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In viewing claim 1 2 as a whole, the limitations are directed to a method for 
reproducing information based on programmed instructions. These programmed 
instructions are considered to be a computer program perse, which does not fall within 
one of the four statutory classes of an invention. In reviewing the specification it is clear 
applicant intends for the program to be stored in physical hardware devices (such as 
RAM, ROM and other memories) and executed under the control of a processing unit 
(see page 7, lines 12-27), however, the claim does not recite the instructions are 
embodied within the computer readable hardware devices disclosed in the specification. 
Therefore, the claim is deemed non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 6 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. patent 5,148,416 granted to Hoshino et al. 

Regarding claim 6, Hoshino meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"An information reproduction apparatus for reproducing data recorded on a recording 
medium, said information reproduction apparatus comprising: 

a first readout section (ID number decoder 51) that reads out, from the recording 
medium, a medium ID (ID number signal 51a) recorded as identification information 
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unique to the recording medium, an additional ID related to the medium ID being also 
recorded on the recording medium in attached relation to the data; 

a second readout section (ID number decoder 54) that reads out, from the 
recording medium, the additional ID (ID number signal 54a) attached to the data; 

a determination section (a comparator circuit 53) that compares the medium ID 
and the additional ID read out by said first and second readout sections and determines 
whether both the medium ID and the additional ID meet a predetermined matching 
condition, wherein, when the additional ID attached to the data has been determined by 
said determination section as meeting the predetermined matching condition, the data is 
judged to be reproducible data." see column 5, lines 47-68; column 8, line 36 to column 
9, line 25; and Figures 1 and 4. 

Regarding claim 7, Hoshino meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"An information reproduction apparatus as claimed in claim 6 wherein, on the recording 
medium, the medium ID is recorded also as the additional ID." see 

Regarding claim 6, Hoshino meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"8. An information reproduction apparatus as claimed in claim 6 wherein, on the 
recording medium, information obtained by encrypting the medium ID, is recorded as 
the additional ID. 

Regarding claim 6, Hoshino meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"9. An information reproduction apparatus as claimed in claim 6 wherein, on the 
recording medium, the data is recorded along with the additional ID as a single data file. 

Regarding claim 12, Hoshino meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
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"A program containing a group of instructions for causing a computer to perform an 
information reproduction method, said information reproduction method comprising: 

a step of reading out, from the recording medium, a medium ID (ID number 
signal 51a) recorded as identification information unique to the recording medium, an 
additional ID related to the medium ID being also recorded on the recording medium in 
attached relation to the data; 

a step of reading out, from the recording medium, the additional ID (ID number 
signal 54a) attached to the data; a step of comparing the medium ID and the additional 
ID read out by said steps of reading out and 

determining whether both the medium ID and the additional ID meet a 
predetermined matching condition, wherein, when the additional ID attached to the data 
has been determined by said step of comparing as meeting the predetermined matching 
condition, the data is judged to be reproducible data." see column 5, lines 47-68; 
column 8, line 36 to column 9, line 25; and Figures 1 and 4. 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1-4, 6-9, 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. patent application 20020141583 granted to Barnard et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , Barnard meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"An information recording apparatus comprising: 

an encryption section that encrypts data to be recorded on a recording medium; 

a generation section that, on the basis of a medium ID recorded as identification 
information unique to the recording medium, generates an additional ID related to the 
medium ID; 

and a recording section that records the data, encrypted by said encryption 
section, on the recording medium along with the additional ID." see paragraphs [0049]; 
[0050]; [0051]; [0052]; and Figures 1, 4, and 5. 

Regarding claim 2, Barnard meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"An information recording apparatus as claimed in claim 1 wherein said generation 
section uses the medium ID also as the additional ID." see paragraph [0052]; and 
Figures 1 , 4, and 5. 

Regarding claim 3, Barnard meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"An information recording apparatus as claimed in claim 1 wherein said generation 
section generates the additional ID by encrypting the medium ID." see paragraphs 
[0051]; [0052]; and Figures 1 , 4, and 5. 

Regarding claim 4, Barnard meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
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"An information recording apparatus as claimed in claim 1 wherein said recording 
section records the encrypted data and the additional ID on the recording medium as a 
single data file." see paragraph [0052]; and Figures 1,4, and 5. 

Regarding claim 6, Barnard meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"An information reproduction apparatus for reproducing data recorded on a recording 
medium, said information reproduction apparatus comprising: 

a first readout section that reads out, from the recording medium, a medium ID 
recorded as identification information unique to the recording medium, an additional ID 
related to the medium ID being also recorded on the recording medium in attached 
relation to the data; 

a second readout section that reads out, from the recording medium, the 
additional ID attached to the data; 

a determination section that compares the medium ID and the additional ID read 
out by said first and second readout sections and determines whether both the medium 
ID and the additional ID meet a predetermined matching condition, wherein, when the 
additional ID attached to the data has been determined by said determination section as 
meeting the predetermined matching condition, the data is judged to be reproducible 
data." see paragraphs [0054]; [0056]; [0057]; and Figure 6. 

Regarding claim 7, Barnard meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"An information reproduction apparatus as claimed in claim 6 wherein, on the recording 
medium, the medium ID is recorded also as the additional ID." see paragraphs [0054]; 
[0056]; [0057]; and Figure 6. 
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Regarding claim 8, Barnard meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"An information reproduction apparatus as claimed in claim 6 wherein, on the recording 
medium, information obtained by encrypting the medium ID, is recorded as the 
additional ID." see paragraphs [0037]; [0038]; and Figure 3. 

Regarding claim 9, Barnard meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"An information reproduction apparatus as claimed in claim 6 wherein, on the recording 
medium, the data is recorded along with the additional ID as a single data file." see 
paragraphs [0037]; [0038]; and Figure 3. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Barnard meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"A program containing a group of instructions for causing a computer to perform an 
information recording method, said information recording method comprising: 

a step of encrypting data to be recorded on a recording medium; 

a step of, on the basis of a medium ID recorded as identification information 
unique to the recording medium, generating an additional ID related to the medium ID; 

and a step of recording the data, encrypted by said step of encrypting, on the 
recording medium along with the additional ID." see paragraphs [0049]; [0050]; [0051]; 
[0052]; and Figures 1, 4, and 5. 

Regarding claim 12, Barnard meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"A program containing a group of instructions for causing a computer to perform an 
information reproduction method, said information reproduction method comprising: 

a step of reading out, from the recording medium, a medium ID recorded as 
identification information unique to the recording medium, an additional ID related to the 
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medium ID being also recorded on the recording medium in attached relation to the 
data; 

a step of reading out, from the recording medium, the additional ID attached to 
the data; a step of comparing the medium ID and the additional ID read out by said 
steps of reading out and 

determining whether both the medium ID and the additional ID meet a 
predetermined matching condition, wherein, when the additional ID attached to the data 
has been determined by said step of comparing as meeting the predetermined matching 
condition, the data is judged to be reproducible data." see paragraphs [0054]; [0056]; 
[0057]; and Figure 6. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5 and 10 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

With respect to claims 5 and 10, the cited prior art fails to specifically teach a 
display section that visually displays, as a single data file, the data and the additional ID 
recorded on the recording medium. 



Conclusion 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

A. Rassool et al (US 7,043,473) discloses a system for tracking media files to 
determine if unauthorized duplication of the files has occurred. 

B. Kambayashi et al (US 6,772,133) discloses an information recording and 
reproduction system for severely restricting privately copied contents under a licensing 
agreement. 

C. Owa (US 6,687,826) discloses a method for recording data onto an optical 

disc. 

D. Akiyama et al (US 5,805,699) discloses system for copying software onto a 
storage medium and controlling the copying of the software, 

E. Yamagishi (US 5,379,433) discloses a method for protecting against 
unauthorized use of software on a recording medium. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew B. Smithers whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 3876. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30) EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel L. Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2137 



